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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claim 1 -22 are pending in this office action, claims 1 4-22 are newly added. 

2. Applicant's arguments filed February 17, 2005, have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Horovtfitzetal. (WlPO Publication No. 99/01823 A1) in view of Foxetal. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,560,581). 

Reoardino claims 1 and 7 . Horowitz et al. teaches a method of purchasing goods 
or services (via a self service terminal - SST), the method comprising the steps of: 

• Encrypting transaction data stored in a first device under control of a first 
human party, the data including security identification information (page 9, lines 
10-20 and page 11. lines 11-15); 

• Transferring or copying the encrypted data from the device to the SST 
[merchant/service provider] (page 11. lines 21-25); 
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• Causing the SST [merchant/service provider] to decrypt the encrypted data, 
verify the security identification information, and then execute the 
transaction upon verification (page 12, lines 6-21). 

Horowitz etal. does not teacli transfemng the encrypted data to a device of a 
third human party; or allowing the third party device to transfer the data to the SST. 

Fox et al. teaches transferring the encrypted data to a device of a third human 
party (col. 12, line 35 through col. 13, line 8); and allowing the third party device to 
transfer the encrypted data to the SST (col. 13, line 60 through col. 14, line 34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine transfemng the encrypted data to a device of a third 
party, and allowing the third party to transfer the encrypted data to the SST, as taught 
by Fox etal. . with the method of Horowitz et al. It would have been obvious for such 
modifications because this form of message passing allows the original participant (first 
party) to pass information to the first recipient (third party) to ultimately be passed to the 
second recipient (SST). The first recipient is unable to decrypt and interpret the 
information that is intended for the second recipient. This is desirable because the 
original participant can send messages to the second recipient via a first recipient in 
order to tal<e advantage of open-ended communication systems. There is not a need to 
have proprietary closed-ended communication systems that are more expensive. 
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Regarding claim 4 . Horowitz etal. teaches a method of conducting a transaction 
via a self service terminal (SST), the method comprising the steps of: 

• Receiving encrypted transaction data, the data including security identification 
information (page 11, lines 15-20); 

• Transferring the encrypted data from the third party device to an SST (page 1 1 , 
lines 21-25); and 

• Causing the SST to decrypt the encrypted data, verify the security 
identification information, and then execute the transaction upon 
verification (page 12, lines 6-21). 

Horowitz et al. does not teach receiving on a third party device encrypted 
transaction data from a device of a first party. 

Fox et al. teaches receiving on a third party device encrypted transaction data 
from a device of a first party (col. 12, line 35 through col. 13, line 8). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine receiving on a third party device encrypted 
transaction data from a device of a first party, as taught by Fox etaL . with the method 
of Horowitz et al. It would have been obvious for such modifications because this form 
of message passing allows the original participant (first party) to pass information to the 
first recipient (third party). This is desirable because the original participant can send 



Application/Control Number: 10/008,222 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2136 

messages to the second recipient via a first recipient in order to tal<e advantage of 
open-ended communication systems. There is not a need to have proprietary closed- 
ended communication systems that are more expensive. 

Regarding claim 5 . Horowitz et al. teaches a method of operating a financial 
service, the method comprising the steps of: 

• Providing a user with an encryption key and an Identification token for use with a 
user device (page 12, line 22-25); 

• Providing a self service terminal (SST) with a corresponding decryption key 
(page 12, line 25 through page 13, line 2); 

• Accepting encrypted transaction data including the identification token (page 12, 
lines 3-6); 

• Decrypting the transaction data (page 12, lines 6-9); 

• Verifying the decrypted identification token (page 12, lines 9-15); and 

• Executing the requested transaction (page 1 2, lines 15-21). 

Horowitz etal. does not teach accepting from a device of a third party 



Foxet al. teaches accepting from a device of a third party (col. 12, line 35 
through col. 13, line 8). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine accepting from a device of a third party, as taught by 
Fox eta!. , with the method of Horowitz et al. It would have been obvious for such 
modifications because this form of message passing allows the first recipient (third 
party) to pass encrypted data to the second recipient (SST). The first recipient Is unable 
to decrypt and interpret the information that is intended for the second recipient. This is 
desirable because the original participant can send messages to the second recipient 
via a first recipient in order to take advantage of open-ended communication systems. 
There is not a need to have proprietary closed-ended communication systems that are 
more expensive. 

Regarding claim 6 . Horowitz et al. teaches a method of using a financial service, 
the method comprising the steps of: 

• Using a device in possession of a first party, encrypting transaction data and 
an identification token using an encryption key (page 9, lines 10-20 and page 11, 
lines 11-15); and 

• Presenting the encrypted data to a financial service operator (page 1 1 , lines 21- 
25). 

Horowitz etal. does not teach presenting via a device of a third party. 
Foxetal. teaches presenting via a device of a third party (col. 13, line 60 through 
col. 14, line 34). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine presenting via a device of a third party, as taught by 
Fox eta!. , with the method of Horowitz et al. It would have been obvious for such 
modifications because this form of message passing allows the first recipient (third 
party) to pass encrypted data to the second recipient (SST). The first recipient is unable 
to decrypt and interpret the information that is intended for the second recipient. This is 
desirable because the original participant can send messages to the second recipient 
via a first recipient in order to take advantage of open-ended communication systems. 
There is not a need to have proprietary closed-ended communication systems that are 
more expensive. 

Regarding claims 8. 10. and 12 . Horowitz etal. teaches a method of operating an 
automated teller machine (ATM) [retail facility] to allow an ATM [retail] customer to carry 
out a desired financial [retail] transaction through a device operated by a third party, the 
method comprising the steps of: 

• Receiving encrypted transaction data including security identification information 
(page 11, lines 15-20); 

• Decrypting the encrypted transaction data including security identification 
information received from the third party device (page 12, lines 6-9); 

• Verifying the security identification information received from the third party ■ 
device (page 12, lines 9-15); and 
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• Executing the desired financial [retail] transaction of the ATM (retail] customer 
based upon the decrypted transaction data and the verified security identification 
information received from the third party device (page 12, lines 15-21). 

Horowitz etal. does not teach receiving encrypted transaction data including 
security identification information from the third party device which has received the 
encrypted transaction data from a device operated by the ATM [retail] customer. 

Fox etal. teaches receiving encrypted transaction data including security 
identification information from the third party device which has received the encrypted 
transaction data from a device operated by the ATM [retail] customer (col. 12, line 35 
through col. 13, line 8 and col. 13, line 60 through col. 14, line 34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine receiving encrypted transaction data from the third 
party device which has received the encrypted transaction data from a device operated 
by the ATM customer, as taught by Fox et al. . with the method of Horowitz et al. It 
would have been obvious for such modifications because this form of message passing 
allows the original participant (first party) to pass Information to the first recipient (third 
party) to ultimately be passed to the second recipient (SST). The first recipient is 
unable to decrypt and interpret the information that is intended for the second recipient. 
This is desirable because the original participant can send messages to the second 
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recipient via a first recipient in order to take advantage of open-ended communication 
systems. There is not a need to have proprietary closed-ended communication systems 
that are more expensive. 

Regarding claim 17 . Horowitz et al. teaches a method, comprising: 

• Maintaining a PIN in storage in a user's personal computing device A (page 1 1 , 
lines 11-14); 

• Entering a dollar amount into the user's personal computing device A (page 1 1 , 
lines 11-14); 

• Encrypting the dollar amount and the PIN to produce encrypted data (page 1 1 , 
lines 14-20); 

• Transferring the encrypted data from the other computing device B to a self- 
service terminal, SST (page 1 1 , line 21 through col. 12, line 6); and 

• Causing the SST, or a related system, to evaluate the PIN in the encrypted data, 
and the PIN is valid, executing a transaction involving the dollar amount (page 
12, lines 6-21). 

Horowitz etal. does not teach transferring the encrypted data to another 
computing device B from device A. 



Fox etal. teaches transferring the encrypted data to another computing device B 
from device A (col. 12, line 35 through col. 13, line 8). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine transfemng the encrypted data to another computing 
device B from device A, as taught by Fox et al. . with the method of Horowitz etal. It 
would have been obvious for such modifications because this form of message passing 
allows the original participant (first party) to pass information to the first recipient (third 
party). This is desirable because the original participant can send messages to the 
second recipient via a first recipient in order to take advantage of open-ended 
communication systems. There is not a need to have, proprietary closed-ended 
communication systems that are more expensive (see col. 2, lines 3-7 of Fox et al.). 

Regarding claim 19 . Horowitz etal. teaches in a process of obtaining currency 
from an ATM which requires a PIN to dispense currency, a method of delivering a PIN 
to the ATM, comprising: 

• Encrypting a currency amount and a PIN into a packet of encrypted data (page 
11. lines 14-20). 

Horowitz et al. does not teach delivering the packet to a party who does not know 
the PIN, and has no access to the PIN. 



Fox et al. teaches delivering the packet to a party who does not know the PIN, 
and has no access to the PIN (col. 12, line 35 through col. 13, line 8). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine delivering the packet to a party who does not know the 
PIN, and has no access to the PIN, as taught by Foxet al. . with the method of Horowitz 
et al. It would have been obvious for such modifications because this form of message 
passing allows the original participant (first party) to pass information to the first 
recipient (third party). The first recipient is unable to decrypt and interpret the 
information that is intended for the second recipient. This is desirable because the 
original participant can send messages to the second recipient via a first recipient in 
order to take advantage of open-ended communication systems. There is not a need to 
have proprietary closed-ended communication systems that are more expensive. 

Regarding claim 21 . Horowitz et al. teaches a method, comprising: 
• Receiving, from a person at an ATM, an encrypted data packet which contains 
(1) a currency amount and (2) a PIN (page 11, line 14 through page 12, line 6). 

Horowitz etal. does not teach without receiving a PIN from the person for 
confirmation, determining if the encrypted PIN is valid, and, if so, dispensing currency to 
the person. 

Fox etal. without receiving a PIN from the person for confirmation, determining if 
the encrypted PIN is valid, and, if so, dispensing currency to the person (col. 13, line 60 
through col. 14, line 34). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine receiving a PIN from the person for confirmation, 
determining if the encrypted PIN is valid, and, if so, dispensing cun^ency to the person, 
as taught by Foxet al. . with the method of Horowitz et al. It would have been obvious 
for such modifications because this form of message passing allows the first recipient 
(third party) to pass encrypted data to the second recipient (SST). The first recipient is 
unable to decrypt and interpret the information that is intended for the second recipient. 
This is desirable because the original participant can send messages to the second 
recipient via a first recipient In order to take advantage of open-ended communication 
systems. There is not a need to have proprietary closed-ended communication systems 
that are more expensive (see col. 2, lines 3-7 of Fox et al.). 

Regarding claims 2. 9. 11. and 13 . the combination of Horowitz et al. in view of 
Fox et al. teaches further comprising the step of transferring transaction (financial/retail) 
confirmation data from the SST to the third party (see page 12, lines 9-15 of Horowitz et 
al.). 

Regarding claim 3 . the combination of Horowitz et al. in view of Foxet al. 
teaches further comprising the step of including data determining which third party is 
permitted to transfer the data to the SST (see col. 13, lines 49-51 of Fox et al.). 
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Regarding claim 14 . the combination of Horowitz et al. in view of Fox et al. 
teaches wherein the first device is portable, and is personal property of the first party 
(see page 10, lines 1-2 of Horowitz et al.). 

Regarding claim 15 . the combination of Horowitz et al. in view of Fox et al. 
teaches wherein none of the data security information is made available to, nor known 
by, the third party (see col. 13, lines 51-59 of Fox et al.). 

Regarding claim 16 . the combination of Horowitz et al. in view of Fox et al. 
teaches wherein the transaction data, after encryption, is transferred to the device of the 
third party, prior to the step of presenting the encrypted data to a financial service 
operator (see col. 12, line 66 through col. 13, line 8 of Fox et al.). 

Regarding claim 18 . the combination of Horowitz et al. in view of Fox et al. 
teaches wherein the transaction comprises dispensing currency by the SST (see page 
1 1 , lines 23-24 of Horowitz et al.). 

Regarding claim 20 . the combination of Horowitz et al. in view of Fox et al. 
teaches further comprising delivering the packet to the ATM (see page 1 1 , lines 24-25 
of Horowitz etal.). 
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Regarding claim 22 . the combination of Horowitz et al. in view of Fox et al. 
teaciies wlierein the currency dispensed is substantially equal to the currency amount 
(see page 1 1 , lines 23-24 of Horowitz et al.). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant amends claims 1 , 4, 6, and 7. 

6. Applicant's arguments are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is.reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 10/008,222 



Page 15 



Art Unit: 2136 

Any inquiry concerning tfiis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brandon Hoffnnan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3863. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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